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NOTI CE 
This opinion is subject to further 
editing and modification.  The final 
version will appear in the bound 
volume of the official reports.   
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REVI EW of  a deci s i on of  t he Cour t  of  Appeal s.   Dismissed as 

improvidently granted.     

 

¶1 PER CURI AM.    Geof f r ey D.  Kasmar ek ( Kasmar ek)  

pet i t i oned t hi s cour t  f or  r evi ew of  a cour t  of  appeal s deci s i on 

whi ch summar i l y af f i r med a j udgment  of  convi ct i on and or der  

denyi ng post convi ct i on r el i ef ,  ent er ed i n t he Waukesha Count y 

Ci r cui t  Cour t ,  t he Honor abl e Mar k S.  Gempel er  and t he Honor abl e 

Donal d J.  Hassi n,  Jr . ,  r espect i vel y,  pr esi di ng.       

¶2 Kasmar ek pet i t i oned t hi s cour t  f or  r evi ew st at i ng hi s  

speci f i c  gr ounds as f ol l ows:  



No.  2004AP3285- CR   

 

2 
 

t he i ssue pr esent ed by t hi s pet i t i on i s one whi ch 
of f er s t he Supr eme Cour t  t he oppor t uni t y t o c l ar i f y 
t he l aw concer ni ng when a sent ence i s undul y har sh.   
I n t he past  t he cour t s have consi st ent l y hel d t hat  t he 
st at ut or y maxi mum i s t he pr i mar y pr ot ect i on agai nst  
undul y har sh sent ences;  however ,  t hese cases r ar el y 
i nvol ve numer ous count s of  cr i mes wi t h l engt hy 
maxi mums.  .  .  .  

¶3 We accept ed r evi ew t o det er mi ne t he i ssue pr esent ed.    

¶4 Af t er  exami ni ng t he r ecor d,  al ong wi t h t he br i ef s of  

t he par t i es,  and af t er  hear i ng or al  ar gument ,  we have det er mi ned 

t hat  t he r equest  t o c l ar i f y t he undul y har sh st andar d as appl i ed 

t o mul t i pl e count  sent ences was,  t o a l ar ge ext ent ,  not  

pr esent ed.   I nst ead t he ar gument  f ocused,  al most  ent i r el y,  on 

whet her  t he c i r cui t  cour t ’ s expl anat i on f or  t he sent ence i mposed 

was suf f i c i ent .  

¶5 Under  t hese ci r cumst ances,  we concl ude t hat  t hi s case 

does not  adequat el y pr esent  t he i ssue f or  whi ch we gr ant ed 

r evi ew;  t her ef or e,  we di smi ss t he pet i t i on f or  r evi ew.  

By the Court.—The r evi ew of  t he deci s i on of  t he cour t  of  

appeal s i s di smi ssed as i mpr ovi dent l y gr ant ed.  
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